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REMARKS 

Claims 1-4 are pending in this application. Applicant has amended claims 1 and 3. 
Applicant believes that no new matter has been added by this response. 



Response to 35 U.S.C. §112. First Paragraph Rejection 

The Examiner rejected claim 3 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, as failing to 

comply with the ennoblement requirement. The Examiner had an issue with "using the signal 
from the remote location to shift the comb filter to an expected location of the filter lines of the 
first output." 

Applicant has amended claim 3 using language from page 7, lines 17-22 of the 
specification in order to address the rejection. The Applicant now believes that amended claim 3 
is in condition for allowance and claim 4 that depends on claim 3 is also in condition for 
allowance. 



Response to 35 U.S.C. §112, Second Paragraph Refection 

The Examiner rejected claim 3 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, as being 

indefinite. Specifically, the Examiner found that "the GPS receiver" lacked antecedent basis in 
claim 3. 

Applicant has amended claim 3 and removed "the GPS receiver" from the claim. Thus, 
the 35 U.S.C. §112 second paragraph rejection is now moot. Further, the rejection of claim 4 is 
also now moot in view of amended claim 3. 
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Response to 35 U.S.C 8102 Rejection 

The Examiner rejected claims 1 and 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
MacDoran et al (U.S. 4 5 797 t 677). Applicant has amended claim 1 and the MacDoran et al. 
patent now no longer anticipates it. 

Applicant now believes that independent claim 1 is in condition for allowance and the 
claims 2-4 that depend on independent claim 1 are also in condition for allowance. 



In view of the foregoing discussion, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-4 as 
presented and in view of the remarks and amendments above are in a condition for allowance, for 
which action is earnestly solicited. 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted. 




Attorney for Assignee 
Gregory B. Gulliver,. Reg. 44,138 
Phone: (312)720-0308 
Fax: (312)264-2387 



The Eclipse Group 
10453 Raintree Lane 
Norfhridge, CA91326 
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